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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televlslon. 

The digital television traiisition relies on convincing coiisumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me a s  a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transltlon 
by making us buy special-purpose D N  devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modtfy, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
ciiild's football game to a distant relatwe; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier N 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Bernard HP Gilroy 
176 Edgerstoune Road 
Princeton, N I  08540 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition Mll be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolutlon displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose D N  devices that  are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; cl ip a small piece of TV and splice it in to a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibll i ty that I enjoy. 

If the move t o  digital television does not make the  public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. A s  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Phillip Auge 
8916 paulhaus way 
Elk Grove, CA 95758 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlsslnner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrltlng to VOlce my OppoPltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcaot flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such 0 pollcy would be bad for Innovstlon. consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adaptlnn al D N  

A robust competitke market for consumer clectronlcs mud  be rooted In manuhcturem' abllRy to Innovate for thelr 
custemen Allowlng rnovle studlos to vel0 (aatunr of DTV-receptkm equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell tethnOloglr*r 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products thal don't nsceasarlly reflect what consumcn llke me 
aaually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for I n f e r b r f u n ~ n a l t y  

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would aetually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receIVers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more (or davlces that llmn my rlghh at the behest ol Hollywood Please do not mandate 
brOadCBSt flag technology for dlgltal talevlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Danlel Klockenkemper 
4009 Glen Garry Rd 
Lakeland, FL 33813 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlthael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 l 2 h  Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Desr Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my OpposPlOn to any FCGmandahd adoptlon ol"brnadc~Mflag" technology for dlgRal televlslon ps a 
consumer and cRlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy w u l d  be t a d  for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltbe market for conlumer electronkr must be rooted In manufacturen' ablllty to Innovate ror their 
customen Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTb-receptlon equipment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlm 
what new produrn they can Create ThIS wlll result In producta that don't nseersarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunetlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would sctually be less llkety to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetws 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmR my rlghts at the behesl of Hollywood Pleaoe do not mandate 
broadcnst flag technology for d l g h l  televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Andrew Potter 
2670 Poplar HIII Rd 
Llma. NY 14485 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Communicahons Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Coppr, 

I am winrmg to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adapmon of "brodcast flag" technology for dptd 
telemsion. As a consumer and ahzen. I feel strongly that 5uCh a policy would be bad for mnovabon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulbmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compeahve market for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufncturerr' abiLty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowngmovle shldios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technolopsts what n w  products they can create. ? I u s  wll result m products that don't necessady reflect 
what consumers like me actudy want, and it could result in me bmng chnrged more money for mfenor 
functionality. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandpte, I would actudly be less Lkely to make 
receivers and other equipmmt. I WIU not pay more for denctr that h t  my n&t9 at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gd television. 'Ihnnk you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen Tomo 
3910 W. Pllrnfield Ave 
Greenfield, WI 53221 
USA 

mveshnent m DTV-capable 



October 17,2003 

Commhioner Michnel J Coppi 
Feberal Commwic~tio!~ Commilsion 
445 12th Stfee$ NW 
Washingto& D c 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I nm writing to voice my opposition to m y  FCC-mmdntted adaption of "broadcan th~" technology for digitpl television Ai  a c o m e r  
and citizen. I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innowtion, consmm @tu, and the ultimate adoption of M V  

A r o b m  competitive market for consumer elecarmics mlut be rooted in mmufncturm' ability to h o v n t e  for thek c u t m a p  nuCwing 
movie studios to veto fenhrres of DTv-reccptirm equipment will enable the rtudios to tcll technolngb whnt new prod- they can 
create Ihir wiU rclult in producu that dcm? mcesody r c h t  what cmmmerm like me actuliy wmt, m d  it could remlt in me being 
c h q e d  more money for inferior h c t i d t y  

If the FCC ~ Q U U  0 broadcast @ mandnta, I would nctunlly be ~ C B D  Wrclyto mnks M mveltment in DW.cap~ble receivm nnd other 
equipment I ariu not pny more for dcviccr thst limit my +tu nt the behelt OfHo~ywOod Pleaae do not mandate broadcm tlq 
technology for digital television ThnnL you for your time 

Sincerely, 

David Edmeadeo 
2801 NW 23rd blvd 
#L77 
Oaioesville, FL 32604 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would he had for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers abillty to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Robert Glover 
2716 Hampton Ct 
Jeffersonville. IN 47130 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedeml Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng ta volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "brosdcest flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cUzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, cornpetthe market for consumer eleetlonlcs must be rooted In rnanuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
custamen Allowlng movle studlo9 tovetafeatures d DN-rceeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create ThlS wlll result In product, that don't neeessarlly refleet what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonaltly 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to m a b  an Investment In DTV-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgRal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Brlan Wels 
256 Hlgh Street 
Sellenvllle. PA 18960 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngtnn. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCt-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast (lag" technology fer dlgltal televlslon ~a a 
consumer and cttlzen, I feel strongly that such a pnllcy would be bed b r  Innomtlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, competltke market 101 consumer electronlca must be rooted In manuheturen' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necestarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functbnalttj 

If the FCC Issues a brondcast flag mandate. I would actually be 1es8 Ilkaly to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvsrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devkea that llmR my r b h b  at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcad flag technology b r  dlglta talevlnlon Thank you ror your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Robert Vlneyard 
1101 Colller Road NW 
Apt F3 
Atlanta GA 30318 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Coppr, 

I am wnmg to voice my opposibon to my FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flq" technology for drgtnl 
television. As ~1 consumer and ahzm, I fed strongly that such a pokcy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adopbon of DTV. 

A robus\ compehbvc markt  for consumer clecaomcs must be rooted m manufacturers' a u t y  to mnovate for 
their customers. Allowng m o n e  studios to veto features of DTV-recepbon eqrupment d l  enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what nw products they can crate. ' Th is  4 result m products th0t don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actudy want, and it could result m me bmng chargad more money for infenor 
funcuonahty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flngmandate, I would actually be less Lkaly to mnke M mvestment m DTV-capable 
recavers and other equpment. I d not pay more for devices that h t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for datal telmsion. 'Ihank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

John Salomon 
Homlirtrasse 2 
Zunch, BO57 
Swnerland 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Cornmissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps 

As a consumer of broadcast television. electronics, and computer products. I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of N and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment7 A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Bruce Sirns 
4744 1/2 Terrace Dr 
San Diego, CA 921 16 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commlssioner Copps, 

As a consumer ofbroadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote agamst the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devlces that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of lV and splice it into a home movie; send a n  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relahve; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sin cere1 y , 

John Tobe 
612 Hawthorn St. 
Ottawa, OH 45875 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a '"broadcast flag.' I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televlsion. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits o f  switchinq to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new hlgh-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies t o  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices tha t  are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use impllcations o f  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; cl ip a small piece of TV and splice it in to a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my childs football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibil i ty that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. A S  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Larson 
731 Westwinds Drive Apt. 3 
Iowa City, I A  52246 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of lV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Eric Schwarzenbach 
5 Williams Ct 
Somerville, MA 02143 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, 1 urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if swtchng doesn't mean discarding my exsting home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addihon, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an emal clip of my child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
eqmpment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kurt Doerffler 
17817 Columbia Drive, Castro Valley Ca. 
Castro Valley, CA 94552 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a '"broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast f lag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transltion wi l l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existlng home network, buying new hlgh-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implicatlons of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my childs football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play i t  a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibil i ty that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. A s  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Anthony Kehoe 
12121 W. Beloit Rd #I 
Milwaukee, WI 53228 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Cornmissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPA4 and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose D N  devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  i can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Richard Nolan 
7396 Oak Post Road 
Liverpool, NY 13088 
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OCtOberl7, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Comml$$lon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttal telwlslon ps a 
consumer and cltlzen, I (eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad Tor Innomtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmete 
adnptlon of D N  

A robust competnk market for consumer electronti must be rooted In manuheturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr 
eurtomen Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto fentuns of DN-nceptlnn equlpment wlll enable the rtudlos to tell technologlsh 
what new produch they can create Thlr wlll result In products that don't necessarily Mlect what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and R could result In me balng charged more money for lnkrlor functlonality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flaQ mandate, I would actually be less Ilkdy to make an Investment In DN-capable racehers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcasl flag technology lor  dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Matt Ghlold 
3817 Redstone Dike 
Rlchmond, VA 23294 
USA 



October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market f o r  consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for Inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more €or devices that limit my rights at  the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Kenneth Kuzma 
5771 Scott Lake Hills Lane 
Lakeland. FL 33813 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Comrmssioner Uchael J. Copps 
Federal Commumcabons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am mntmg to voice my opporihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flq" technology for &ptd 
television. As a consumer and nhzcn, I feel strongly that such a pohcywould be bad for innovation, consumer 
nght5,and the ultlmnte adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electcomcs must be rooted m manufacturers' ahlrty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing mome smdms to veto ferhms of DTV-recephon eqrupment w l l  enable the studtos to 
tell technologsts what new products they C M  meat& n i s  anll result rn products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers Lke m e  actually want, and i t  could result m me bang chqed mom money for infenor 
functionality. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Lkely to mnke an mvestment in DTV-capable 
recavers and other equpment. I will not pay more for dmces that Lrmt my nghts rt the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mmdate broadcast flag technology for dtgtd television. Thank you for your hme. 

Smcerely, 

Jamy Klein 
6673 Skyorae Dnve 
Columbus, OH 43229 
USA 
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October 17,2003 

Commissioner Michnel J Coppi 
Federal Communications Cornmimion 
445 12th street, Nw 
Wastqton,  D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am w r i h  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandPtcd ndoption of "brondcprt @" techdogy for digital telcviiim .AJ a c m m e r  
and citizm, I fed &on& that mch a pdicy would be bad for innovation, cannuma *in, and the ultimate adoption of I)Tv 

A r o b w  competitive market for ccrmmner slaaemici mult be rnoted in manufnchuem ability to innovate for their cultOmem nuCwiq 
movie ltudioi to veto feaiurei of DlV-~-nception equipment wIU a b l e  thc rmdioi to tell tcchnobgids what new products they cmn 
create Thin will r e d  in products that don't n e c e s t d y  retlccl what c o m m  like me nctunlly wnnt. and it could r c d t  in me b e i q  
charged more money for infmor fmchndity 

If the FCC isnuei a b r o a d c ~ t  flsg mandate. 1 would nctupuY be lcn likely to make an invenbnent in DTV-capable r e c a v m  nnd other 
equipment I will not pny more for devices thnt lLnit my %in at the behert of Hollywond F'leaae do not mmndate broadcart i h g  
technolow for digitnl television Thad  you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Joe Barodin 
21 Abbot Lane 
Hickaville,NY 11801 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th %re&, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrltlng to wlce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcastllag" technology for dlgllel televlslon. AS e 
conwmer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovrtlon. consumer rlghm, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DN 

A robust. competitlve market for consumer electronlc9 must be rooted In manuhcturen' abllty b Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allwlng movle studlos to veto features e l  DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsta 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessnrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and 8 could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlorfunct~onalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recehnrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor dwlces that llmlt my rlQhts at the behest d HollyWood Please do not mandate 
broadcant ?lag technology lor dlgttal blevhbn Thank you for your tlmm 

Slncerely. 

Nlkolaui Duy 
2091 Sllver Bell Rd MI 
Eagan, MN 55122 
USA 



October 17,2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 CDpps 
Federal Commwkationa Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wastungton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppa. 

I an! ~1itk18 to voice my opposition to nny FCC-mandated adoption of "tuondcmt fles" technology for digital television As a COIYYIII.~ 

and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, 

A robust, competitive market for c o n s m a  electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' nbility to innovate for their customm 
movie d o s  to veto features of DTV-reception cqulpmcnt wUl enable the d a m  to tell t c c h n o l o ~ n  what new produca they cnn 
create Thio will result in products thnt don't necemsdy reflect what c o m m  like me nctuplly want, nnd it could result in mc bdn$ 
chaged more money for inferior hrnct iodty 

If the FCC issues a broadcart !kg mandate. 1 would lchlauy be lens likely to make 
equipment I will not pny more for devices that limit my ri&b nt the behest of Hollywood Plcue do not mandate broadcart !kg 
technology for dieitd television Thnnk you for YDLU time 

Sincerely. 

Todd Kirchner 
5895 Frostline Df 
Allendale. MI 49401 
USA 

+b, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

invarbnent in MV-cnpable r ecdvm end other 



October 17,2003 

Commindoner Michael J Coppn 
F e d e d  Communications Cmnmission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppa, 

1 am wrivriting to voice my oppodtion to any FCC-mandatcd adoption of '"brondc& 
and citizm. 1 feel ltrongly ulat much a policy would be bnd fca innCvntkq C ~ U M I U  Mta. nnd the ultimnte adoption of D lV 

A robunt, competitive mwket for conaumu elcCtrrmic# m u t  be rootad in manufactunn' ability to h v n t c  for their nutomon AUowh# 
movie shldioi to vdo fenturci of DN-reception equipment will ennblc the &or to tell tcchnologLtn what new products they can 
create Thh will rcwlt in product, thnt don't necemdy reflect what c o m c n  like me nchdy want, and it could rewlt in mc b c i q  
dmged  more money fca inferior f u n c t i d ~ ~  

If the FCC Lwa n tuondc& flag mandata. I would nctunlly be leeo likely to make an inventmat in DN-capable receiven and o h  
equipment I will not pay more for device# that 1 M t  my rights at the behcrf of Hollywood Plcole do not mandate brondcarr tlag 
technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Jason Baker 
4616 36th Avenue South 
Mheapoh ,  MN 55406 
USA 

t c c h n h w  fca di&itd televidon pLI n c m e r  

- 


